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reassemble on June 15 for the presentation of Arguments.
There was consequently very little  time in which to
negotiate a settlement which would render it possible
for Great Britain to continue to be represented.   Two
amendments  of the American  amendment had been
proposed by Granville, on May 27 and 30 respectively,
but they made no real approximation to the American
standpoint, and Fish had declared it to be hopeless to
submit them to the Senate*1   To this impasse were added
other embarrassments.    Russell's motion in the Lords,
which had been postponed at the request of Granville,
was now down for discussion on June 4, and although
the Queen had written to him privately, urging him
to withdraw or adjourn it, he had declined.2    Besides
this, Ripon threatened to resign if the British redaction
of the Additional Article was obstinately adhered to,*
In this dilemma it was fortunate that the composition
of the Cabinet majority was such that there could be
no  question,  at  that stage, of reviving the idea of
accepting Russell's motion.    Hence Ripon's view ac-
quired great weight.    Gladstone pronounced in favour
of continuing the negotiations,* and it was agreed to
propose  a fresh amendment accepting the American
formula with an interpretative  clause.    It was  still,
however, doubtful whether this proposal would succeed
in time to save the Government from defeat in the
Lords,

As it happened anxiety on this score was superfluous.
When the debate opened it was found that Russell no
longer based his motion on the general scope of the
dispute, but on the vagueness of the operative clause
of the proposed Additional Article.5 He argued that
the words " to make no claim " did not imply a with-

1  Telegram from Granville to Ripon, May 28, 1872.

2  Letter from the Queen, June 7, and Ripon's reply, June n, 1872.

*  Ripon to Forster, May 30;   Ripon to tne Queen, June 4, and the
Queen's reply, June 5.

*  Forster to Ripon, May 28, 1872.

*  Hansard, vol. ccsd, pp. 1095 et seqq.